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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to Application filed on 1 0/06/2003. 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Information Disclosure Statement filed by the Applicant on 01/23/2004 was received 
and considered. A copy of the reviewed IDS is enclosed with this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions 
and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 21-24 recite a computer product which, based on Applicant's specification, is a 
computer program embodied in an information carrier. The information carrier is not limited to 
tangible medium in accordance with Applicant's specification, which states that it may be a 
propagated signal, not in and of itself a tangible medium. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

7. Claims 1-2, 5-6, 8-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kvne et al. (US Patent No US 6,615,237). 

As to claim 1 , Kvne et al. teach: 
"A method" (see Abstract) comprising: 

"displaying content associated with a universal resource locator (URL) on a graphical 
user interface (GUI)" (see [column 6, lines 22-28]); 

"receiving a first search parameter for a first search engine" (see [column 6, lines 28-45] 
wherein "text string" is equivalent to Applicant 's "first search parameter" and web browser is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "first search engine"); 
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"displaying a first search result in a first pane of the GUI, the first search result associated 
with a first parameter" (see [column 6, lines 45-65] wherein identified web page is equivalent to 
A pplicant 's "first search result"); 

"determining a second search parameter associated with a URL from the first search 
parameter for a second search engine" (see [column 7, lines 5-25] wherein "text string" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "second search parameter"); and 

"displaying a second search result in a second pane of the GUI, the second search result 
associated with a second search parameter" (see [column 7, lines 24-47]). 

As to claim 2, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"automatically update the second pane in response to a change in the first pane" (see 
[column 7, lines 38-48] for a different text string entered into the address box, a different best 
web page is displayed in the first pane and different result set displayed in the second pane, as 
illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 5, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kyne et al. teach: 

"allowing a user to view a new web page in the first pane by clicking on links in both the 
first and second pane" (see [column 4, lines 20-30] and [column 8, lines 20-32]). 
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As to claim 6, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"wherein determining search parameters including parsing the URL and performing a . 
pattern match using the URL" (see [column 6, lines 45-65]). 

As to claim 8, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"displaying a default page when no search results are found" (see [column 7, lines 34-38] 
wherein displayed message as disclosed is equivalent to Applicant 's "default page"). 

As to claim 9, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"including a watch list having a URL" (see [column 22-25] and Fig. 9 wherein search 
provider list is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list"). 

As to claim 10, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 9 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 
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"automatically opening a second pane in response to a user navigation to a URL included 
in the watch list" (see [column 7, lines 15-25 and 38-48] wherein second pane is opened to 
display a portion of the addresses associated with multiple web sites identified by the search 
engine selected by a user, as illustrated by A pplicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 1 1, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 9 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"periodically updating the watch list" (see [column 8, lines 60-65] and Fig. 9 wherein 
search provider or engine list is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list"). 

As to claim 12, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 

and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Kvne et al. teach : ^ 
"disabling the second pane based on a rule" (see [column 8, lines 63-67] and [column 9 5 

lines 1-5] and [column 6, lines 22-28]). 

As to claim 13, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
12 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"disabling the second pane if no search results are produced" (see [column 7, lines 33- 

38]). 
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As to claim 14, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
12 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"disabling the second pane in response to user input" (see [column 8, lines 65-67] 
wherein. second pane is no longer need since its content, search results, are now display in the 
main window). 

As to claim 15, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
14 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"wherein the user input includes a user pressing a button or hyperlink" (see [column 8, 
lines 60-67] and Fig.8-10 wherein when user selects "Just display search results in the main 
window" and click OK button, the second pane is not showed, as illustrated in Applicant 's claim 
language). 

As to claim 16, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"receiving a personal preference from a user" (see [column 7, lines 22-25] and [column 8, 
lines 54-67]). 
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As to claim 17, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
16 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kyne et al. teach: 

"wherein personal preference includes a language preference, opening preference, size of 
the second pane, or the display search results" (see [column 8, lines 55-67] and Fig. 10 wherein 
some options available in 6 When searching" drop-down box indicate how to display search 
results). 

As to claim 18, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kyne et al. teach: 

"an active mode and a passive mode" (see [column 4, lines 20-30] for passive mode in 
which there is no second pane and see [column 7, lines 25-50] for active mode in which second 
pane is opened automatically to display a portion of addresses for the search result). 

As to claim 19, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
18 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kyne et al. teach: 

"opening a second pane in response to a user input in the passive mode" (see Figure 8 
when user makes selection as showed and click OK, second pane will open to display results and 
the first pane will display the best web page). 
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As to claim 20, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
18 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kyne et al. teach: 

"automatically opening a second pane in the active mode" (see [column 7, lines 38-48] 
wherein second pane is automatically opened to display list of search results). 

As to claim 2 1 , Kyne et al. teach: 
"A computer product or article of manufacture" (see Abstract) configured to: 

"displaying content associated with a universal resource locator (URL) on a graphical 
user interface (GUI)" (see [column 6, lines 22-28]); 

"receiving a first search parameter for a first search engine" (see [column 6, lines 28-45] 
wherein "text string" is equivalent to Applicant 's "first search parameter" and web browser is • 
equivalent to Applicant 's "first search engine"); 

"displaying a first search result in a first pane of the GUI, the first search result associated 
with a first parameter" (see [column 6, lines 45-65] wherein identified web page is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "first search result"); 

"determining a second search parameter associated with a URL from the first search 
parameter for a second search engine" (see [column 7, lines 5-25] wherein "text string" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "second search parameter"); and 

"displaying a second search result in a second pane of the GUI, the second search result 
associated with a second search parameter" (see [column 7, lines 24-47]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/679,788 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2164 

As to claim 22, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"automatically update the second pane in response to a change in the first pane" (see 
[column 7, lines 38-48] for a different text string entered into the address box, a different best 
web page is displayed in the first pane and different result set displayed in the second pane, as 
illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 24, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Kvne et al. teach: 

"a watch list having a URL" (see [column 22-25] and Fig. 9 wherein search provider list 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "watch list") and 

"open a second pane in response to a user navigation to a URL included in the watch list" 
(see [column 7, lines 15-25 and 38-48] wherein second pane is opened to display a portion of the 
addresses associated with multiple web sites identified by the search engine selected by a user, as 
illustrated by Applicant 's claim language). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 3-4 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kyne 
et al. (US Patent No 6,615,237) as applied to claims 1 and 21 above, and further in view of 
Minard (US Patent 6,247,020). 

As to claims 3 and 23, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1 and 21 respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 

Kvne et al. do not teach "automatically updating the second pane in response to a user 
navigation in the first pane". 

Minard teaches "automatically updating the second pane in response to a user navigation 
in the first pane" (see [column 9, lines 3-7]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Kvne et al. by the teaching of Minard , since updating the 
second pane in response to a user navigation in the first pane provides an effective way view and 
recognize information from the same source displayed in both panes. 

As to claim 4, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 3 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Kvne et al. as modified do not teach "wherein updating the second pane includes 
differentiating links viewed in the first pane in the second pane". 
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Minard teaches "wherein updating the second pane includes differentiating links viewed 
in the first pane in the second pane" (see [column 9, lines 3-10] wherein node is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "link"). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Kyne et al. as modified by the teaching of Minard, since 
updating the second pane including differentiating links viewed in the first pane in the second 
pane provides a way to view and recognize information from the same sources displayed in both 
panes. As a result, a user can compare and use effectively the two sets of search results 
displayed in two panes. 

10. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kyne et al. (US 
Patent No 6,615,237) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Andersen (US Patent 
No 6,912,532). 

As to claim 7, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Kyne et al. do not teach "allowing a user to enter a search in the second pane and display 
the results of the search in the first pane". 

Andersen teaches "allowing a user to enter a search in the second pane and displaying 
the results of the search in the first pane" (see [column 10, lines 1-10] and Fig. 14). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Kyne et al. by the teaching of Andersen , since allowing a 
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user to enter search in the second pane and displaying the results of the search in the first panes 
provides a choice to effectively manage and organize information in Web environment. It is 
convenient that a user can always view their search in a pane while rolling down the other pane 
to view its results. 



1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 

Duperrouzel et al. (US Patent No 6,832,355) teach a display system having display 
controls and a plurality of non-overlapping display areas. Each display area has independent 
display area controls including a sizing control operable by a user to alter a size of all display 
areas simultaneously with one control action. The display system also includes a browser 
software program to provide communications and display support. 

Lu et al. (Publication No US 2004/01 1 1671) teach a method for selectively reloading 
frames of a web page. A target frame in the web page is used as a work area, and a script 
associated the work area is executed to reload the selected frame. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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